II.
In the fi rst part of this special issue, the region's extensive codifi cation of international crimes , i.e., genocide, crimes against humanity and war crimes, and the special treatment of the crime of forced disappearance of persons (as an individual crime), are analysed. As to the crime of genocide, Elizabeth Santalla demonstrates that it was included in most Latin American Criminal Codes long before the adoption of the ICC Statute. National defi nitions have, to a large extent, deviated from the Genocide Convention, in particular with regard to the protected groups (inclusion of political groups) . Th ere is but little jurisprudence on the matter, and existing law does not shed much light on the reasons or justifi cations for the deviations. Yet it is a plausible argument to see a connection, as Santalla does, between an over-inclusive genocide off ence and the lack of an off ence of crimes against humanity. Th us, with the codifi cation of crimes against humanity in the ICC Statute, there is an increasing need to refl ect on the coherence of the domestic criminalization of genocide on the one hand, and crimes against humanity on the other.
As to crimes against humanity , Ramiro García presents a brief overview showing that several countries have tried to incorporate the rules of the ICC Statute into their legal systems, but that others treat such crimes as common off ences regulated by the Penal Code. His analysis also reveals, confi rming the point made earlier with regard to Santalla's article, that genocide and crimes against humanity are often mixed up and codifi ed together. Finally, he makes the critical and certainly correct point that the codifi cation is often characterized more by each country's political circumstances than by any uniform and consistent process of lawmaking.
Salvador Herencia shows that war crimes have only been codifi ed exceptionally before the entry into force of the ICC Statute (in Colombia), and selectively afterwards (Argentina, Chile, Costa Rica, Nicaragua, Panama, Uruguay). Th e reason for this unsatisfactory situation is twofold. One the one hand, most Latin American countries do not consider it to be probable that war crimes will be committed on their territories. On the other hand, the great number of off enses contemplated in Article 8 presents a challenge for national parliaments, despite sustained eff orts by the International Committee of the Red Cross and other organizations to provide technical assistance. Th e lack of codifi cation, though, comes as a surprise given the Inter-American Court's linkage between human rights law and International Humanitarian Law (IHL). Th e general structure used in war crimes legislation has been: (i) the protection of persons and property covered by the IHL; (ii) the protection of humanitarian missions; (iii) the prohibition of certain methods and means of warfare; and
